GENERAL COMMENTS
The Authors presented a promising a study protocol to compare the minimal invasive surgery of the spine with the conventional opens surgery. As this issue was not fully previously studied and due to the lack of level 1 randomized control studies, this study can be considered as a milestone, and should be encouraged for further development in the field of minimal invasive spinal surgery.
Despite some of limitations, the study protocol is concisely written, well organized and justified. The introduction of the study seems to present an original concept. The design, as well the methodology of the study consists with its aims. Minor points of concern are the lack of references and that that the instruments to be used in every hospital are not well identified. It is not clear for me if they are going to use the same screw system of the same company or different systems. Moreover, the presence of neurological signs preoperatively und their Evolution postoperatively is not allocated in the study, which can actually be a good outcome measurement. Another good point of implemetation of the study should be the outcome measurement of the degree of reposition postoperatively in the patients whjth grad II spondylolisthesis . The fusion and its assessment using a conventional x-ray are categorized as one of the secondary outcomes. It is not clear according to which reference was the fusion defined radiologically as less than 2 ° in rotation and less than 1.25 mm in the sagittal plane.
